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Hay mucho sucediendo, asi que no repasaremos
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Uso del Formulario de Registro Federal de Votante




EL TRIBUNAL SUPREMO CONSiDERA INNECESARIA
LA DOCUMENTACION DE CIUDADANIA EN EL
FORMULARIO DE REGISTRO FEDERAL DE VOTANTE

12-71 AZ v ITCA et al

Decision de la Corte Suprema: 7-2

The Ninth Circuit affirmed in part but reversed as relevant here,
holding that the state laws documentary-proof-of-citizenship re-
quirement is pre-empted by the NVRA.

Held: Arizona’s evidence-of-citizenship requirement, as applied to Fed-

eral Form apphcants, 1s pre-empted by the NVRA's mandate that
States “accept and use” the Federal Form. Pp. 4-18.
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INFORMACION QUE DEMUESTRE QUE EL
APLICANTE NO ES ELEGIBLE PROHIBE SU
REGISTRO:

12-71 AZ v ITCA et al

Esto no significa

Quémgmﬁca es0? | un registro
} ' automatico—si

— 8 cxiste evidencia
Plamntiffs' Legal Comm,, 531 U.S. 341, 347 (2001). In
sum. there is no compelling reason not to read Elections Pl’CSClllﬂdil quc
Clause legislation simply to mean what it says. l ) P
We conclude that the farest reading of the statute is aemuestra

that a state-imposed requirement of evidence of citizen- S DS s i T
ship not r»qu'nEd by tl?& Federal Form is “inconsistent IHLng]hl]lddd
with” the NVRAs mandate that States “accept and use” (L"(l&ld\ Cill(itl(lllnill
the Federal Form, Siebold, supra, at 397. If this reading ' .
prevails, the Elections Clause requires that Arizona’s rule gstatus dC
give way.
We note, however, that while the NVRA forbids States LlCI.CChOS
to demand that an applicant submut additional infor-
mation bevond that required by the Federal Form, 1t does
not preclude States from “denv[ing] registration based on ek D b AR
infm}?nmtum in their ;x)sm-ss{cn[ll i]:«lul;hshiug the applhi- POl (h'hl“ mayor,
Brlef.for United States as .-lmicusz_4 etc.)

civiles/condena
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EL FALLO ESTABLECE QUE EL ESTADO PODRIA
SOLICITAR EL REQUISITO DE RGREGAR A LAS

}E:I\I]iS(:TRUCCIONES DEL FORMULARIO FEDERAL POR LA

12-71 AZ v ITCA et al

l ~ Since. pursuant to the Government’s concession, a State
'may request that the EAC alter the Federal Form to in-
Iclude information the State deems necessary to determine
@Iigihxlir,v, see §1973gg-T(a)2); Tr. of Oral Arg. 55 (United
|States), and may challenge the EAC’s rejection of that
grequvst in a suit under the Administrative Procedure Act,
1see 5 U. S, C. §701-706, no constitutional doubt is raised
'by giving the “accept and use” provision of the NVRA its
§faire-st reading. That alternative means of enforcing its
‘constitutional power to determine voting qualifications
‘remains open to Arizona here. In 2005, the EAC divided
1 2-t0-2 on the request by Arizona to include the evidence-of-
\citizenship requirement among the state-specific instruc-
i(ions on the Federal Form. App. 225, which meant that no
laction could be taken, see 42 U. S. C. §15328 (“Any action

[.a decision
gstablece el

metodo para

solicitar que la

mformacion sea
incluida por la
EAC en las
istrucciones de
Estado del
Formulario
Federal, y como
proceder si es

negada.




Klfda CONGRESS H. R. 2409 'HR 2409 Ie.qulere

an applicant for voter registration in the State who uses
the Federal mail voter registration application form developed by the

S o Sty 2 i o B e federal a tener
| los mismos
requisitos que

cada estado
determipa pdia
% B SU propio
formulario.

permit a State to require an applicant for voter registra-

tion in the State who uses the Federal mail voter ree-

istration application form developed by the Eleetion As-

sistance Commission under such Aet to provide documen-
tary evidenee of citizenship as a condition of the State’s

acceeptance of the form.




H.R.2409 -- State Sovereignty in Voting Act (Introduced in House - IH)

HR 2409 IH
113th CONGRESS
1st Session
H. R. 2409

To amend the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 to permit a State to require an applicant for voter registration in the State who uses the Federal mail voter registration

application form developed by the Election Assistance Commission under such Act to provide documentary evidence of citizenship as a condition of the State's acceptance of the form.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
June 18, 2013

Mr. SALMON (for himself, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, and Mr. GOSAR) introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Committee on House Administration

A BILL

To amend the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 to permit a State to require an applicant for voter registration in the State who uses the Federal mail voter registration

application form developed by the Election Assistance Commission under such Act to provide documentary evidence of citizenship as a condition of the State's acceptance of the form.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.
This Act may be cited as the " State Sovereignty in Voting Act'.

SEC. 2. PERMITTING STATES TO REQUIRE VOTER REGISTRATION APPLICANTS USING FEDERAL MAIL FORM TO SUBMIT DOCUMENTARY
EVIDENCE OF CITIZENSHIP AS CONDITION OF ACCEPTANCE OF APPLICATION.

(a) In General- Section 6(a)(1) of the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 (42 U.S.C. 1973gg-4(a)(1)) is amended by striking the period at the end and inserting the
following: °, except that a State may require an applicant who submits such form to provide documentary evidence of the applicant's citizenship as a condition of the State's
acceptance of the form.".

(b) Effective Date- The amendment made by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to elections for Federal office held after the date of the enactment of this Act.

Presentada por el Congresista Matt Salmon, fué

remitida a la Camara de Administracion el 6/18

HR 2409




KEN BENNETT
SECRETARY OF STATE
STATE OF ARIZONA

June 19, 2013

The U.S. Election Assistance Commission
Ms. Alice P. Miller

1201 New York Avenue, N.W., Suite 300
Washington, DC 20005

Re: State-specific identification requirements for Arizona.
Dear Acting Director Miller:

In the case of Arizona v. Inter Tribal Council of Arizona, Inc., the United States Supreme Court
held that “Arizona may ... request anew that the EAC include such a requirement [i.e., the state
requirement that applicants submit some evidence of citizenship] among the federal form’s
state-specific instructions, and may seek judicial review of the EAC's decision under the
Administrative Procedures Act.” Opinion at 18. The Court also stated:

Since the power to establish voting requirements is of little value without the power to
enforce those requirements, Arizona is correct that it would raise serious constitutional
doubts if a federal statute precluded a State from obtaining the information necessary
to enforce its voter qualification.

Opinion at 15,

In light of the Supreme Court’s opinion, Arizona is renewing its request that you include Arizona
~specific instructions in the federal form that instruct Arizona voters about Arizona’s
requirement In A.R.S. § 16-166(F) as follows:

If this is your first time registering to vote in Arizona or you have moved to another
county in Arizona, your voter registration form must also include proof of citizenship or
the form will be rejected. If you have an Arlzona driver license or non-operating
identification issued after October 1, 1996, write the number in box 6 on the front of the
federal form. This will serve as proof of citizenship and no additional documents are
needed. If not, you must attach proof of citizenship to the form. Only one acceptable
form of proof is needed to register to vote.

1700 W, Washington Street, 7th Floor

Phoenix, Arizona 85007-2808

Telephone (602) 542-4285 Fax (602) 542-1575
WIWW.AZ308, oY

« Alegible photocopy of a birth certificate that verifies citizenship and supporting legal
documentation (i.e. marriage certificate) if the name on the birth certificate is not the
same as your current legal name

« Alegible photocopy of the pertinent pages of your passport

« Presentation to the County Recorder of U.S. naturalization documents
or fill in your Allen Registration Number In box 6

« Your Indian Census Number, Bureau of Indian Affairs Card Number, Tribal Treaty Card
Number, or Tribal Enrollment Number in box 6

« Alegible photocopy of your Tribal Certificate of Indian Blood or Tribal or Bureau of
Indian Affairs Affidavit of Birth.

Thank you in advance for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

Ken Bennett
Arizona Secretary of State

EL SECRETARIO DE
ESTADO ENVIO UNA
CARTA R LA EAC
SOLICITANDO QUE
LOS REQUISITOS DE
ARIZONA SEAN
RGREGADOS A LAS
PAGINAS DE
INSTRUCCIONES
ESPECIFICAS DEL
FOMULARIO FEDERAL
DEL ESTADO.




LA EAC HA NEGADO LA SOLICITUD DL
INCLUIR LA INFORMACION EN LAS
INSTRUCCIONES DEL FORMULARIO FEDERAL.

ARIZONA'Y KANSAS PRESENTARON UNA DE
MANDA EN CONTRA DE LA EAC A FINALES
DE AGOSTO PARA INCLUIR LOS REQUISITOS
DE DOCUMENTACION PARA EL FORMULARIO
FEDERAL.




KEN BENNETT
SECRETARY OF STATE
STATE OF ARIZONA

August 20, 2013

Office of the Attorney General
Mr. Tom Home

1275 West Washington St.
Phoenix, AZ 85007-2926

Dear Attorney General Horne:

The United States Supreme Court issued its opinion in Arizona v. Inter Tribal Council of Arizona, Inc., on
June 17, 2013. While affirming the 9 Circuit Court of Appeals decision finding presmption, the Court made
it abundantly clear that the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 (NVRA) requires states “to permit
perspective voters to register 1o vote in elections for Federal office (emphasis added) . . .” using the federal

form.

In 2004, Arizona voters approved the initiative measure Proposition 200. Among other things, Proposition 200
requires Recorders to “reject any application for registration that is not accompanied by satisfactory evidence
of United States citizenship.”

While Arizona may be preempted from asking voters to attach additional documentation to the federal form
that demonstrates citizenship absent EAC approval, using the federal form does not preciude Arizona from
using information in our possession to establish eligibility for state elections. Indeed, approximately ninety
percent of applicants using the federal form provide an Arizona driver license number or social security
number that is compared against databases and establishes satisfactory evidence of citizenship.

Could you answer the following questions per 41-193, Arizona Revised Statutes:

1) For the other ten percent of applicants, who use the federal form and who do pot provide sufficient
information to determine citizenship, are those applicants permitted, under Arizona law, to be
registered to vote in state and local elections?

2) If the answer to question 1 is “no” then is there sufficient authority and is the state required, per
Proposition 200 and the recent Supreme Court opinion, to issue “federal election only” ballots to those

applicants?

3} If the answer to question 1 is “no” then are individuals who registered using the federal form, and who
failed to provide a driver license number or SSN, qualified to sign candidate, initiative, referendum
and recall petitions for state and local matters?

Sincerely,

o

Ken Bennett
Secretary of State

1700 W. Washington Street, Tth Floor
- Phoenix, Arizona 85007-2808
Telephane (602) 542-4285 Fax (602) 542-1575
WWW.AZS05. L0V

EL SECRETARIO DE
ESTADO HA PEDIDO B
LA G UNE OPINION
SOBRE SI VOTENTES
QUE SE REGISTRAN
USANDO EL
FORMULARIO
FEDERAL SON
ENTONCES
SOLAMENTE
ELEGIBLES PARA
ELECCIONES
FEDERALES?

SI ES ASI, SON
ELEGIBLES PARA
FIRMAR PETICIONES?

{




Could you answer the following questions per 41-193, Arizona Revised Statutes:

1)

2)

For the other ten percent of applicants, who use the federal form and who do pot provide sufficient
information to determine citizenship, are those applicants permitted, under Arizona law, to be
registered to vote in state and local elections?

If the answer to question 1 is “no” then is there sufficient authority and is the state r¢q1:-ir¢t:%, per
Proposition 200 and the recent Supreme Court opinion, to issue “federal election only™ ballots to those

applicants?

If the answer to question 1 is “no” then are individuals who registered using the federal form, and who
failed to provide a driver license number or SSN, qualified to sign candidate, initiative, referendum
and recall petitions for state and local matters?

Estamos a la espera de esta opiniodn, pero
tenemos una buena idea de hacia donde se
dirice.
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JUICIO FINAL I -
=Mientras tanto los tribunales han
estado aclarando las condiciones

de proceso en el Jucio Final.




ESPECIFICA QUE EL ESTADO NO PUEDE PEDIR DT NTED STATE DRI COnRT
MAS INFORMACION QUE LA QUE EL

Plaintiffs. and

FORMULARIO FEDERAL REQUIERE

Plaintiffs.

State of Arizona. et al..

Defendants.

3. The Court finds that Plaimntiffs are entitled to permanent injunctive relief.

Accordingly. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that:
a. Defendants are permanently enjoined from implementing A R.S. §§ 16—
166(F)-(J) with respect to individuals applying to register to vote in
elections for Federal office using the Federal Form, to the extent that

Defendants require applicants to provide more information than that

required by the Federal Form.




EL FORMULARIC FEDERAL IGUALMENTE DISPONIBLEY
DEBERA INFORMAR QUE LA DOCUMENTACION DE CIUDADANIA

NO ES NECESARIA

b. Defendants shall make the Federal Form (and the applicable
instructions) available through all reasonable channels, including all
channels Defendants use to make the State registration form available
(including websites). Defendants also shall ensure that all written
materials regarding the process for registering to vote, that Defendants
distribute or make available to the public (including websites). include a
statement that individuals may apply to register to vote in elections for

Federal office using the Federal Form. and that, in using the Federal

[S]

tv-01268-ROS Document 1123 Filed 09/11/13 Page 3 of 3

Form, applicants are not required to provide the documentary proof of
citizenship information set forth in A.R.S. §§ 16-166(F)-(J) in order to

I'GgiSTEI‘ to vote.

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

Maria M. Gonzalez. et al..

Plaintiffs. and

Inter Tribal Council of Arizona. et al..

Plaintiffs.
V.

State of Arizona. et al..

Defendants.

No. CV-06-1268-PHX-ROS

FINAL JUDGMENT

Q




Y QUE EL VOTANTE ES POR LO TANTO ELEGIBLE
PARA VOTAR EN ELECCIONES FEDERALLS...

c. For each voter registration applicant who submits a Federal Form that
meets the requirements of the Federal Form, but does not contain the
mformation required by A.R.S. § 16-166(F). Defendants shall create a
record for a successful registration of that individual and promptly
notify that registrant of his or her eligibility to vote in elections for

Federal office.

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA
Maria M. Gonzalez. et al.. No. CV-06-1268-PHX-ROS
Plaintiffs. and
FINAL JUDGMENT

Inter Tribal Council of Arizona. et al..

Plaintiffs.

State of Arizona. et al..

Defendants.




CAMINO S5I LA EAC CAMBIA INSTRUCCIONES DE
ARIZONA:

4. If the Election Assistance Commission changes the Federal Form’s Arizona
state-specific instructions as to the application of A.R.S. §§ 16-166(F)-(J). this
Court may revisit the relief ordered in this Judgment.

5. This Court shall retain jurisdiction to enforce the terms of this Final Judgment

and to award such other relief as may be appropriate.

DATED this 11" day of September, 2013. 11 de Septiembre, 2013

Roslyn O. Silver
Senior United States District Judge




EL SIGUIENTE DIK:

Arizona judge steps down from top federal post
BY: The Associated Press

Published: September 12, 2013 at7:17 am

7:17 am Thu, September 12, 2013

12 de Septiembre, 2013

The first woman to hold the top federal judicial post in the District of Arizona has stepped down.

Court officials announced Wednesday that .5, District Court Chief Judge Roslyn Silver relinquished her leadership role on Sept. 3.

Silver assumed the position after Chief Judge John Roll and five others were killed in the 2011 Tucson shooting that left former Congresswoman Gabrielle Giffords and 12 others wounded.
Silver was appointed to the federal bench in 1994 by President Bill Clinton.

Judge Raner C. Collins will take over the position.

Collins lives in Tucson and was appointed to the court in 1998,

(Officials say the leadership change comes as the district aims to fill six judicial vacancies.

L




Coémo cambiaria esto el proceso que utilizamos, que se presenta en nuestro
Taller de Registro de Votante?

Asumiendo que esta es la direccidén que el AG va, aqui sera el proceso...



Formulario de Registro Federal:

Voter Registration Application

° AC e pt a d O p or to d 0OS | 0OS 5 O Botorscompletogthis orm,review the danerat, Applcacin.aed Seat speciicnstructions.

Are you a citizon of the United States of America? This space for office use only,
Wil you be 10 years old on of before election day?

I you checked "No™ in response 1o either of these questions, do not complate form,
(ease 100 3ate-Spacific (eI 0N Jor fubes reparding scibilty (o 10gister pHior to age 14)

estados y territorios. S e ——

2 |Mome Address lm_mm- Cyfown State Zip Code
o | Ao Whers You Get Your Mallf Ditlerent From Abore [ Cay/Town State Zip Code
. — e —
. Date of Birth Telephone Number (optional) 10 NUMBDES + e mem 61 the Inunacson far you dste
O r e u 4 5
Movth  Day  Year 6
Choke of Party Tace or Ethnk Group
7 e hom 7 your Watel 8 your el

o /
documentacion de T -
wlamaUnited States citizen

# I meet the eligibility requirements of my state and
9 wbscribe to amy cath required. " T T
» The information | have peovided Is true to the best of my 4850 ¥ign (Vi name (or putmar A

knowledge under penalty of perdury, i | have provided false

[ V4 [}
information, | may be fined, Imprisoned, or (f not a LS. Date: | / / ]
C I u a a n I a p e rO re q u I e re <atkzen) deported from of refused entry to the United States. Month Doy Your

If you Jr»wqulwmulu vmn(uvma first time: please refer to the application Instructions
oples of valid identification documents with this form

b f r] ,] 4 d Please fill out the sections below if they apply to you.
n e If this application i for o ehange of name, what was your name befors YOu changed it
I n O r a C I O A Last Narnwe Fust Name Middie Namo(s)

1 you werw reghitered before bist this bs the s ¥ n addddress bn Box 2, what wis your sddrens whene you were egistersd befove!

identificacion (espacio #6). 1 Y N G il

I yoni ive in @ rral aves But o 108 Iave 8 s1reet iismber, o If you Rave no addres, phesse Show 00 1he i where you live

w Dviw 4 X 10 $how whore you e

w Use 2 6ot 10 whow arty ichool, Chwarches, s1oces, or 0her Iandimarks
el whiare you e, and wiile the name of the lasdmark.

e Votantes no identificados |

o
g
s .
) 3 Woodchuck Road | ’ [

deben votar en persona la ,mem 1
primera vez que votan.

@ Write In the names of the Crosstonds for streets) nearest to where you Iive ’ l NORTH P




Informacion Requerida en el Formulario de Registro
Federal

Voter Registration Application
Before completing this form, review the G al, Applicati and State specific instructions.

Are you a citizen of the United States of America? This space for office use only.
Will you be 18 years old on or before election day?

If you checked "No" in response to either of these questions, do not complete form.
(Please see state-specific instructions for rules regarding eligibility to register prior to age 18.)

1 Last Name First Name Middle Name(s)
4 rome Address i Apt. o ot # | City/Town State Zip Code
T

Address Where You Get Your Mail If Different From Above City/Town State Zip Code
3 Y

Pate of Birth Telephone Number (optional) ID Number - (See item 6 in the instructions for your state)
4 5

Month  Day Year 6

Choice of Party Race or Ethnic Grouj

7 | teeitem 7inthe instructions foy your state) | g | (seeitem 8in the instructions for your State)

| have reviewed my state's instructions and | swear/affirm that:
= | am a United States citizen

= | meet the eligibility requirements of my state and

o subscribe to amy oath required.

m The information | have provided is true to the best of my Please sign full name (or put mark) a
knowledge under penalty of perjury. If | have provided false
information, | may be fined, imprisoned, or (if not a U.S. Date: | / / ]

citizen) deported from or refused entry to the United States.

Month Day Year

If you are registering to vote for the first time: please refer to the application instructions for information on submitting
copies of valid identification documents with this form.

Please fill out the sections below if they apply to you.

If this application is for a change of name, what was your name before you changed it?

Last Name First Name Middle Name(s)
A

If you were registered before but this is the first time you are registering from the address in Box 2, what was your address where you were registered before?

I B I Street (or route and box number) Apt.or Lot # City/Town/County State

Zip Code l

If you live in a rural area but do not have a street number, or if you have no address, please show on the map where you live.

= Write in the names of the crossroads (or streets) nearest to where you live. NORTH

= Draw an X to show where you live.

®m Use a dot to show any schools, churches, stores, or other landmarks
near where you live, and write the name of the landmark.

C Example

@ Grocery Store
Woodchuck Road

Route #2

Public School @

If the applicant is unable to sign, who helped the applicant fill out this application? Give name, address and phone number (phone number optional).

D

X

Mail this application to the address provided for your State.




#6: Prueba de Identidad

* NUEVOS registrantes en el Condado
Maricopa deben proporcionar prueba de
identificacion cuando usen el Formulario de
Registro Federal para establecer que son
elegibles para inscribirse para votar.

* Si un votante esta registrado en el condado
y esta actualizando su registro (con nuevo

nombre, direccidn, partido politico, etc.) ellos
NO tienen que proporcionar documentacion.

 Si el registrante no esta seguro si ya esta
registrado, es en su beneficio incluir |a
documentacion en caso de que no estén
registrados.



Numeros de Identificacion Adecuados para

_ . proporcionar.
e Licencia de conducir o identificacion no

operacional de AZ o

* Numero de la Oficina de Asuntos Indios,
numero de Censo Indio, Numero de la Tarjeta
deJria\tado Tribal, o Numero de Inscripcion
Tribal o

* Numero de Registro de Extranjero del
Certificado de Naturalizacion o

e Los ultimos cuatro digitos de su Numero del
Seguro Social—esto ayudara en la
identificacion del votante y es aceptable en el
Formulario Federal.

 Si el votante no tiene un numero de
identificacion unico, escriba “NONE” en el
espacio #6 y la oficina de la Secretaria del
Estado le asignara uno.




Numeros de Identificacion Adecuados para

proporcionar.

* Los ultimos cuatro digitos de su Numero de
Seqguro Social—esto ayudara en la
identificacion del votante y es aceptable en
el Formulario Federal.

Esta es una opcion disponible

para el Formulario Federal, pero
NO para el Formulario del Estado

s s
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Identificacion adecuada para proporcionar:

* Certificado de Nacimiento o paginas
aplicables de un Pasaporte de Estados Unidos
o Factura de Servicios Publicos, Estado de
Cuenta Bancaria, cheque de Gobierno, cheque
o documento del Gobierno que muestre el
nombre y la direccion.
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Your electricity bill

Bill date: July 14, 2011 Your account number:

Summary of what you owe
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Identificacion adecuada para proporcionar

e 0 Factura actual de Servicios

Publicos, Estado de Cuenta Bancaria,

cheque del Gobierno, cheque o

documento del Gobierno que muestre

el nombre y la direccion. _—

Your electricity bill

Bill date: July 14, 2011 Your account number:

‘Questions or Office Locations 7
Summary of what you owe 602-371-7171, 24 hours  day

Estas son opciones disponibles
para el Formulario Federal, pero
NO para el Formulario del Estado
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Que cambia?

ESTO ES LO QUE

TR (e R 17 T TR EESE HEMOS HABLADO

AR A THCATICATT A AT,
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__ : - procesa
Formularios Federales presentados con ¥ hlecido e HNTERIORMENTE!
falta de informacion de identificacion en el = HHORH HKY

espacio 6 seran introducidos en el sistema DLONO pPpasall -

y se hara un intento por coincidir con MVD. Jdespués de CHMBIGS

« Si el votante es identificado es puesto en
al archivo de votante activo.

« Si el votante es identificado y no 2r de
elegible, recibe una carta.

» Si el votante no es identificado se le
enviara la carta de Certificado del
Registrador y tendra que votar en
persona la primera vez que vote si no lo
resuelve.




Qué cambia?

-— -_— = e T —

[T H t ST e Este r s el
LIRS DR 5 Lo - FRRE S OBt et

Formularios Federales presentados con ac Ahora, si el votante es identificado Y su
falta de informacion de identificacion en el 4 ciudadania estd documentada sera

iiespacio 6 seran introducidos en el sistema - elegible para una boleta completa.
y se hara un intento por coincidir con MVD.

&+ Siel votante es identificado es puesto en Si son identificados y la ciudadania NO
al archivo de votante activo. estd documentada (que seria raro ya que

« Si el votante es identificado y no : . . .
/. las fuentes anotan esta informacién) sélo

Q
elegible, recibe una carta. NG 1 .,
» Si el votante no es identificado se le recibirian la boleta federal.

enviara la carta de Certificado del Circe wv.
Registrador y tendra que votar en

persona la primera vez que vote si no lo
resuelve.




Qué cambia?

Este es el

S Proceso
oot i W sfablecido el
’ faila ge informacion ae entincacion -

espacto 6 serdn introducidos en el sistema  ERYL(JICRVEREG
)’( se hara un intento por coincidir con MVD.  IRVTRNWTTERRNE
Ll Si el votante es identificado es puesto en

<4 al archivo de volante activo fallo de fa Jitez
+ Siel volante es identificado y no Silver de’

elegible, recibe una carta Nove
Si el votante no es identificado se le : Ahora, el votante no identificado solo recibira el

enviara la carta de Certificado del C Certificado del Registrador en una eleccién ya
Registrador y tendra que votar en sea con un candidato federal o asunto en la

persona la primera vez que vole si no lo boleta.
resuelve Sélo seran elegibles para una Boleta Federal




Cobertura de la Seccidén 5




= Jurisdicciones cubiertas bajo la Seccion 5
de la Ley de Derechos Electorales estan
obligados a presentar cambios de

autorizacioén previa. PRACTICAS
. HISTORICAS
= Estas presentaciones fueron: BAJO LA SECCION 5

= Sacadas de sumision por la jurisdiccion
= En cuyo caso el proceso no fué implementado

= 51 los estatutos, seria inaplicable y nueva
legislacion necesaria para eliminar

= Certificada Previamente por DOJ e
implementada

= Preautorizacién denegada por DO]J
= En cuyo caso el proceso no fué implementado

= 51 los estatutos, seria inaplicable y nueva
legislacion necesaria para eliminar




= Arizona ya no esta obligada a
presentar cambios a nuestro proceso
electoral al Departamento de Justicia
con el pulso de la férmula que se LO OBVIO
indica en la Seccidén 4 de la Ley de
Derecho al Voto que colocé a las
jurisdicciones bajo la Seccidn 3.

= No mas preautorizacion necesaria.

» Que hemos comentado en nuestras
reuniones anteriores.




Al final, qué significa todo eso?

)
Es

LO OBVIO

AL importante
-‘ tener en (ESPEREMOS)
Aunque ya no estaremos escribiendo y cuenta que
enviando los cambios de votacion a la cada
Division de Derechos Civiles, si haremos: presentacion
« Continuaremos haciendo todos los por el MCED
cambios con potencial retroceso e fué
impacto discriminatorio en mente, con precertificada
todas las mitigaciones posibles. .y raramente
Contlnuaremos preparando todos qu después de
informes, coleccion de datos y analisis Ia solicitud. de
como siempre hemos hecho. : .
Continuaremos nuestra asociacion con mfgr'macn‘)n
adicional.

coaliciones de votantes




Al tinal, qué significa todo eso?
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=* En el pasado cuando una

=5 presentacion legal era retirada o

== negada, el lenguaje era removido en

== la siguiente sesion legislativa.

==+ Algunos estados ya han pasado a

bl pro.mulg?r aquellas piezas de

=l legislacion:

Texas to immediately enact voter ID law

following Supreme Court ruling

CAd

PERO HAY
MAS




=Resulta que hay 2 piezas de
legislacion que fueron :
presentadas y luego retiradas de LOy QUE NO ES
autorizacion previa cuando DOJ TAN OBVIO
solicité informacidén adicional.

=Estos estatutos nunca fueron
retirados en sesiones legislativas
posteriores...eran inaplicables
cuando AZ todavia estaba bajo la
Seccion 3.

=Pero que pasa ahora?




=Un proyecto de ley afecta directamente al
Condado Maricopa ya que agregara 2
distritos en-general a la Junta de Colegios
Comunitarios del Condado Maricopa

Al final, qué significa todo eso?
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Hay un problema sin embargo en

| que el lenguaje relacionado con el
MCCC en distritos en general nunca
fueron retirados del estatuto en
sesiones postenores

]‘ ARS YIT ( ‘\l([ N[XY DOCUU!"MT PﬂE‘.!OU ')or INI’NT
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15-1441, Selec tlcnc f precincts; district board members; terms; qualifications; vacancles

1. Beginning July 1, 2012, In addition to the governing board members who are elected
from each of the five precincts in a community college district, a county with a population of
at least three million persons shall elect twe additional governing members from the
district at large. At the first general election held to elect at-large governing board
membaers, the two candidates having the most votes shall be declared elected, if each
candidate is a qualified elector who resides in that county. The elected member who
receives the highest number of votes of the at-large candidates shall serve a four year
term and the elected member who receives the next highest number of votes shall serve a
two year term. Thereafter each member’s term Is four years.

J

LO QUE NO ES
TAN OBVIO
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=El Secretario de Estado pidié a la
AG una opinidn sobre lo que se
hace de estos estatutos.

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

Tom HoRNE
STATE OF ARIZONA

ATTORMEY (GENERAL

The Honorable Janice Brewer, Governor

The Honorable Ken Bennett, Sceretary of Stale

The Honorable Andy Biggs, President of the Senate

The Honorable Andy Tobin, Speaker of the House of Representatives

FROM: Thomas C. Horne, Attorney General

DATE: August 29, 2013

RE: Attorney General Opinion [13-008

OPINION DE AG




=LL.a AG declaré los estatutos aplicables.
J,0s 2 escanos estaran en la boleta en

2014.

=Un término sera de 4 anos., el otro 2

anos.
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Vamos a revisar la presentacién de SOS en algunas de las leyes que aprobé
esta ultima sesioén.



Cambios Legales

Relacionados con Elecciones

Quincuagésimo-primera Legislatura
Primera Sesion Ordinaria 2013



Proyecto de la
Camara 2156

Relacionado con Elecciones
Recibido el 11 de Abril, 2013

Quincuagésimo-primera Legislatura
Primera Sesion Ordinaria 2013



Proyecto de la Camara 2156

Cambios realizados a:

e §9-500.14. Uso de recursos o empleados de la ciudad o pueblo para influir en las elecciones;
prohibicion; sancidn civil; definiciones
o (A). Una ciudad o pueblo no debe GASTAR O utilizar sus RECURSQOS, INCLUYENDO EL USO O GASTO DE DINERO,

CUENTAS, CREDITO, INSTALACIONES, VEHICULOS, FRANQUEO TELECOMUNICACIONES, HARDWARE Y
SOFTWARE DE COMPUTADORAS PAGINAS WEB, personal equipo, materiales, ed|f|C|osoetFes—Feeu¥se&CUALQUIER
OTRA COSA DE VALOR DE LA CIUDAD O PUEBLO con el proposito de influir en los resultados de las elecciones. No
obstante lo dispuesto en esta seccion, una ciudad o pueblo puede distribuir FOLLETOS informativos repests sobre una eleccion de
bonos propuesto conforme a lo dlspuesto en la seccion 35-454 SI LOS PROYECTOS INFORMATIVOS PRESENTAN

INFORMACION OBJETIVA DE MANERA NEUTRAL. Nada en esta seccion impide a una ciudad o pueblo de informar sobre
las acciones oficiales del cuerpo de gobierno.

Lo que esto Significa:

o La lista de elementos que una ciudad o pueblo esta restringida a utilizar para influir en las elecciones se ha
expandido a una lista mas detallada y especifica y ahora incluye elementos como dinero, crédito, o cualquier cosa
de valor para la ciudad o pueblo.

o Reportes informativos permitidos a ser distribuidos son ahora mas especificamente llamados panfletos y ahora debe
presentar informacion sobre los hechos de una manera neutral.




Proyecto de Ley del
Senado 1454

Relacionado con Elecciones
Todavia No Recibido por la oficina de la Secretaria del Estado

Quincuagesima primera Legislatura
Primera Sesion Ordinaria 2013



Proyecto de Ley del Senado 1454

Cambios realizados a:

 § 16-411. Designacion de precintos electorales y lugares de votacion; centros de votacion; campana
electoral; tiempos de espera

o (H). ...cualquier instalacion que se utiliza como lugar de votacion el dia de la eleccion o que se utiliza como sitio de votacion temprana
durante el periodo de votacion temprana permitira a las personas hacer campafa y participar en otras actividades politicas fuera del limite de
setenta y cinco pies prescrito por la seccion 16-515... El registrador del condado U OTRO FUNCIONARIO ENCARGADO DE
ELECCIONES debera publicar en su sitio web por lo menos dos semanas antes del dia de eleccion una lista de los lugares de votacion en
que en las condiciones de emergencia previenen la campafia y debe especificar la razon por lo que la emergencia exeneién DESIGNACION
fué concedida Y EL NUMERO DE INTENTOS QUE SE HICIERON PARA ENCONTRAR UN LUGAR DE VOTACION ANTES DE
CONCEDER UNA DESIGNACION DE EMERGENCIA. Si el lugar de votacion no esté en la lista del sitio web de los lugares de votacion
con eendiciones-de emergencia DESIGNACIONES, la campaiia electoral y otra actividad politica debe ser permitida fuera del limite de
setenta y cinco pies. Si se presenta una emergencia despues que el registrador REGISTRADOR U OTRO FUNCIONARIO A CARGO DE
la publicacion de la pagina web inicial de ELECCIONES el registrador del condado U OTRO FUNCIONARIO A CARGO DE
ELECCIONES debera actualizar la pagina web tan pronto como sea possible para incluir cualquier lugar de votacion, debera resaltar la
ubicacion del lugar de votacion en el sitio web y debera especificar la razon de la emergencia e*eneren—DESlGNACION fué otorgada Y EL

NUMERO DE INTENTOS QUE SE HICIERON PARA ENCONTRAR UN LUGAR DE VOTACION ANTES DE CONCEDER UNA
DESIGNACION DE EMERGENCIA.

Lo que esto Significa:

o Los registradores del Condado y /o el funcionario a cargo de elecciones estan ahora gobernados por esta seccion

o Ademas de publicar la razon por la designacion de un lugar de votacion de emergencia, la persona responsable debe ahora incluir
en esa publicacion el nUmero de intentos realizados para encontrar un nuevo lugar de votacion




Sunmary Answers

I. Yes, a candidate committee may accept up to the maximum contributions for both
the primary and general ¢lections prior to the primary election, |

2. Yes, a candidate committee must establish {wo separate accounting systems for
primary and general election contributions and expenditures. The best practice might be to set
up two separate candidate committees, but the statutes do not necessarily require it.

3. Yes, a candidate committee may spend general election contributions for the
purpose of influencing the outcome of the primary election, subject to the contribution limits,

4, Yes, a candidate committee may accept contributions for the primary election up
fo the confribution limits after the primary election has occurred for the purpose of refiring

outstanding debts incurred by the primary election committee.

HB 2393

Esta todavia esta teniendo
“problemitas” funcionando...

STATE OF ARIZONA

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

ATTORNEY GENERAL OPINION No. 113-007

(R13-015)

by

Re: Campaign Finance
ERIC 1. BISTROW*

CHIEF DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL

August 27, 2013

To:  Ken Bennett
Arizona Secretary of State

Questions Presented

You have asked for an opinion on the following questions regarding 2013 Laws Ch, 98
(H.B. 2593), which amended various campaign finance statutes:

1. May a candidate’s committee accept up to the maximum contributions for both
the primary and general elections prior to the primary election?

2. Must there be two different accounting systems for primary contributions and
general confributions?

3. If a candidate’s committee may accept general clection contributions in the

primary election peried, may a candidate’s committee spend general election contributions for

the purpose of influencing the outcome of the primary election?




IT’S A GAME CALLED UNINTENDED CONSEQUENCES

Article Posted: 09172013 | 4:27 pm 4:27 pm Tue, September 17, 2013

HB 2393

Mesnard, who sponsored Laws 2013, Chapter 98 (H2393: campaign finance; contribution limit), 1s perplexed by the secretary
allowed to take effect on Fridayv. Mesnard said lawmakers’ intention in passing H2593 was to murror the federal svstem — whj O a S
are deliberately separated, but candidates can roll over unhmited unuzed primary amounts to fund a general election campaigf
explained that this won't be the case under H"‘\93 The secreta.r\ of state’s office savs canchdates must open up two separatel

Article Posted: 09.17.2013 | 4:26 pm 4:26 pm Tue, September 17, 2013 dias
| |

Mesnard said candidates are now scrambling to understand the nuances in the sec
expect it to become this tvpe of process — 1t's so cumbersome. The [law’s] mtentio
office raises more questions, since he believes some Dt its answers cu:nnfhl:t with a

existing funds prior to H23937s effective 2
primary and general campaigns. “If Lunde) BENNETT’S OFFICE: YOU WROTE IT THAT WAY
general committee. That presupposes that +
split 1t up. [ thought [ read the AG opmio

phase, candidates must designate their exi

Article Posted: 09.17.2013 | 4:26 pm 4:26 pm Tue, September 17, 2013

Mesnard and company may have made a mistake by altering the definition of “election™ in H2593 without looking at ot}
Roberts said the secretary of state’s interpretation of H2393 basically comes down to one statute. ARS 16-903 states thj
election to serve as the candidate’s campaign committee.” “That is the word that guides our office,” Foberts said. Whilg
campaign finance rules, Roberts said other statutes need to be changed for that to happen. “If that was the legislative in
Legizlature. Mavbe this could be something that thev revisit to clear up, so the filing officer has direction to do that. Bu
And our office reads that on 1ts face,” he said. The conclusion that candidates are limited in transferring more than 52,0

Q




LANGHOFER: IT’S NON-BINDING
Article Posted: 09.17.2013 | 4:25 pm 4:25 pm Tue, September 17, 2013

Election attornev Kory Langhofer surmised that the secretary of state’s office has been “rushed™ to get its guidance o

Mesnard, Langhofer disagreed that the new law requires two candidate committees for the same election cvele. He al
unused primary amounts to his general campaign, if the transfer exceeds 52,000. Langhofer said he views the 52,000
committee may not transfer someone’s contribution from the primary to the general commuittee if doing so would exc
would agree that the limitation applies to the transfer of funds between a candidate’s two committees. “It can’t possi
state’s letter. Langhofer has previously advised his clients to only form one committes — because 1t’s more efficient th
contributors mistakenly sending money that 1s intended for the other campaign. A single committee avoids the hassle
determining whether an individual has exceeded his contribution limits. Langhofer also emphasized that, unless the se
regulations, it isn't binding. The same is true for the AG opinion, Langhofer said, adding, “If someone does not comp
of state or attorney general, to bring any enforcement action.” Langhofer plans to speak with Bennett's office and ask

HAUSER: ‘TIS THE SEASON FOR MISTAKES

Article Posted: 09.17.2013 | 4:25 pm 4:25 pm Tue, September 17, 2013

Election attornev Lisa Hauser said the secretary of state’s interpretation of the new campaign finance laws is correct
much they can use from previous committees. But she also quickly added that people will make a lot of mistakes duri
“grace period” to get people accustomed to the new svstem. “Otherwise, it could get a little ugly.” she told our report
of state’s guidance nor the AG’s opinion is legally binding, she said Bennett’s conclusions on these two points are co
the requirements m 16-905 about commuittee transfers. Specifically, 16-903(F)2) says a candidate mayv transfer funds

HB 2393

Ha sido el
tema de las
Hojas
Amarillas
desde hace
dias.
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SO MUCH FOR THOSE WAR CHESTS

Article Posted: 09.18.2013 | 4:24 pm

WHY DETAILS MATTER IN LEGISLATING

Article Posted: 09.18.2013 | 4:23 pm

THAT’S THEIR PROBLEM

Article Posted: 09.23.2013 | 4:14 pm 4:14 pm Mon, September 23, 2013

Ax the fundraising season kicks in, manv lobbyists find themselves asking the same que
does one comply with Laws 2013, Chapter 98 (H2593: campaign finance; contribution 1
the disparate views from the secretary of state and some election attornevs? But unlike
that thev are letting candidates sort out how to account for their contributions. Veteran
said one question is whether to give a full amount for the primary and general, or give a

14 4 4 i 4 4 4 Ll

HB 2393

Ha sido el
tema de las
Hojas
Amarillas
desde hace
dias.

TAKING A SECOND LOOK

Article Posted: 09.18.2013 | 4:24 pm

The AG’s Office’s said today that it may change its analvsis on whether H2393 requires candidates to create separate committees for the primary and general elections,
in light of the secretary of state’s legal analvsis and guidance to candidates. An Aug 27 AG’s opinion said candidates are not required to have two committees for one
election cyvcle, but Bennett’s office reached the opposite conclusion. Now, Home spokeswoman Stephanie Grisham said the AG's office 1s re-evaluating its opinion.
“We are re-examining the law on the ‘separate committee’ question in light of the questions raised in the wake of our opinion and the [secretary of state’s] guidance. If
we feel it 15 appropriate, we will amend our opinion or provide additional analysis,” she told our reporter via email. Meanwhile, attorney Kory Langhofer disputed the
secretary of state’s analvsis that ARS 16-903 requires the creation of separate committees for the pnimary and general elections. Though the statute savs candidates must
create a committee for each election, Langhofer argued that it doesn’t say a separate committee is required for each election. “What it boils down to is whether a
campaign is the same thing as an election. [ don't think it is. I think of a campaign as being from start to finish,” Langhofer said. He agreed with the Seventh Floor's
analvsis that candidates are prohibited from transfernng more than 52000 between thewr primary and general commuttees. The AG’s opmion also agreed that the 52,000
limit applies to transfers between primary and general committees. But Langhofer said that’s really only a relevant point if candidates are required to create separate
committees in the first place.

o




Campaign finance changes’ unintended consequences

Hoping to raise more cash, lawmakers instead face new limits H B 2 5 9 3

By Luige del Puerto - Luige.delpuerto@azcapitoltimes.com, jeremy.duda@azcapitoltimes.com
H 1d 1

tema de las
Hojas
Amarillas
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An oversight during the legislative session has made Arizona’s new campaign finance system much more complicated than dl a.S =
anyone intended, leaving incumbent legislators and potential candidates scrambling to grasp its implications and comply
with its provisions.

Already, the law’s author is calling these unintended consequences “a nightmare.”

New law sets off fundraising flurry

The first week of Arizona’s higher new campaign contribution limits was met with a slew of fundraisers.

Several statewide candidates and a handful of lawmakers scheduled fundraisers for the week beginning Sept. 16, and more
are on the horizon. Some of invitations reminded people of the new limits and urged them to contribute accordingly.
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Los proyectos de ley electoral que pasaron estaban relacionados
principalmente con la financiacion de campana, informe de la administracion

del lugar de votacidn, con la excepcion de lo que tiene firmas actualmente
siendo verificadas.



Proyecto de la
Camara 2305

Relacionado con Elecciones
Todavia No Recibida por la oficina de la Secretaria del Estado

Quincuagesima primera Legislatura
Primera Sesion Ordinaria 2013



SENATE BILL 1261 Proyecto de la Camara
2305

read:
6-184. Agditional violations: clazssificatian
A Any person who knowingly swears falsely to an affidavit requfired
under the provisfons of this chapter 15 guilty of a class 5 felony unless
another classificattion 15 specifically prescribed in this chapter. LJI’](}
B. An officer of an election who knowingly fatils or refuses to perform

any duty required of him under this chapter 15 guilty of a class 2

misdemeanor unless another classification 15 specitically prescribed in this M M
combinacion de

C. ANY PERSON NHO ENOMINGLY ALTERS A YOTER REGISTRATION FORM WITHOUT
THE CONSENT OF THE PERSON WHO IS THE REGISTRANT ON THAT FORM IS GUILTY OF A .
CLASS 6 FELONY. T
Sec. 2. Section 16544, Artzons Revised Stotutes, 15 amended to read: VOrIOS proyec OS

* La clave aqui es “sin el consentimiento de |la persona que
es el registrante”.

de ley.

* La preferencia de partido politico, ademas de PEVL—todas Los formularios de
estas son cosas que ocurren actualmente sin el inscripcién no pueden ser
consentimiento del votante. alterados sin el

* Los votantes deben verificar sus Tarjetas de Identificacion consentimiento de la

de Votante para asegurar la exactitud y notificar a MCED persona que se registra.
acerca de cualquier correccion.



Election law opponents claim 146,000 signatures, say they
will force referendum

By Hank Stephenson - hank.stephenson@azcapitoltimes.com
Published: September 11, 2013 at 5:13 pm
5:13 pm Wed, September 11, 2013

Boxes of signature petitions line the walls of the the State Capitol executive tower, as the Protect Your Right To Yote ballat intiative committee prepared to
submit them to the Secretary of State. (Photo by Evan Wyloge/Arzona Capitol Times)

The Protect Your Right to Vote committee today announced they had collected more than 146,000
signatures in their quest to refer the election reform hill, HB23035, to the ballot.

Organizers packed the lobby of the Executive Tower with more than 60 members of the diverse
political groups that had banded together to put the wide-ranging election law changes up for the
“people’s veto.”

Julie Erfle, chair of the campaign, stood in front of dozens of boxes of petition sheets as she
announced the campaign had collected enough valid signatures, she believed, to put the law on hold
and force a referendum election against it.

“From Libertarians to Green to Democrats from Latino advocacy groups to non-profit
organizations, HB2305 and the politicians who voted for it managed to galvanize one of the largest
and most diverse coalitions in our state history,” she said.

But forcing the law to the ballot is still not a sure thing.

PRESEI!THCIéN DEL
REFERENDUM
DETIENE LA
IMPLEMENTACION

Si se verifican las firmas
suficientes entonces el
referéndum ira a votacién para
que los votantes decidan.

S1 no hay firmas suficientes
entonces la ley no es aplicable.




KEN BENNETT
SECRETARY OF STATE
STATE OF ARIZONA

REFERENDUM PETITION
FACT SHEET

R-03-2014 PROTECT YOUR RIGHT TG VOTE COMMITTEE (OPPOSING R-03-2014)

Application for initiative petition serial number R-03-2014 was filed in the office of the Secretary of
State on July 1, 2013 by Julie Erfie, Chairman of Protect Your Right to Vote Committee
(Opposing R-03-2014}, 530 East McDowel} Road, #107-203, Phoenix, Arizona 85004,

6,405 valid signatures are required. [Az. Const, Article 1V, Part 1, §§ 1(3) & (7))

The deadline for filing the petition signature sheets is September 12, 2013. [Az. Const., Article
V, Part1, §1(4)]

The Secretary of State's office has 20 days (excluding Salurdays, Sundays and legal holidays) to
issue a receipt to the applicant of the total number of signatures eligible for verification and to
complete a random selection of 8% of the signatures. [A.R.S. § 19-121.01(A)(B)]

Copies of the petition signature sheets on which the random selection of signatures is marked are
mailed or delivered to the appropriate County Recorder. [A.R.S. § 19-121.01(C)]

County Recorders have 15 days {excluding Saturdays, Sundays and legal holidays) to verify that
randomly selected petition signers are or are not qualified electors.
IARS. §19-121.02(A)]

After the cerfifications from each County Recorder are received, the Secretary of State's office
has 72 hours (excluding Saturdays, Sundays and legal halidays) to tabulate the number of valid
signatures.

[AR.S. § 19-121.04(A)]

If the random sampling tabulation establishes that the valid signatures are equal to or exceeds
100% (86,405) of the number required, the initiative measure would qualify for the 2014 General
Flection balict.

{AR.S. §19-121.04(B)]

If the tabulation establishes that the number of valid signatures is less than 100% (86,405) of the
signatures required, the petition signature sheets would be returmed to the person or committee
who had submitied them and the initiative measure would not appear on the 2014 General
Election ballot.

[AR.S. § 18-121.04(C))

1700 W. Washington Street, Tth Floor
Phoenix, Arizona 85007-2888
Telephone (602) $42-1285 Fax (602) 542-1575
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Firmas validas

requeridas:
86,405

=Fecha limite de
presentacion:
12 de
Septiembre,
2013
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»Fecha de
Presentacion:

INITIAL RECEIPT 1 1
B de
Received from PROTECT YOUR RIGHT TO VOTE COMMITTEE (OPPOSING R-03- Sep tlembre! 20 ]' 3

2014) this {7 _ day of&‘gﬁtmﬁﬁ’,&df’% a purported total of 11,398 sheets

containing what purport to be / qé{, 02% signatures to referendum petition serial ] El recibo inicial

number R-03-2014. This receipt does not constitute an acknowledgment or determination

by the Secretary of State that any of those sheets are in compliance with the legal muestra-
n

requirements for placing a measure on the General Election ballot on November 4, 2014,
That determination can only be made after the Secretary of State and the County m 1 1 39 8 h 2 d
Recorders have performed their duties with respect to referendum petitions as required by O] a.S e
peticién
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Election bill referendum will be held to higher standard

By Jeremy Duda - jeremy.duda@azcapitoltimes.com
Fublished: September 23, 2013 at 8:14 am

The referendum drive against an elections bill passed by the Legislature in June will have a tough standard to meet if it goes to court.

Referendums in Arizona are subject to a judicial standard known as strict compliance, which requires absolute adherence to the letter of the law.
Initiatives and recalls, on the other hand, have historically been held to a standard called substantial compliance, which allows more leeway for
technical errors.

Maricopa County Elections Director Karen Osborne said the higher standard has little effect on the examination of signatures by her office. The
county generally uses a high standard when it conducts its analysis of signatures for initiatives, referendums and recalls alike.

Where it really matters is if the referendum against HB2305 ends up in court. Court battles are a common feature in signature drives, either from
supporters who are trying to get rejected signatures reinstated or opponents who want them stricken from the petitions.

Elections attorney Tom Ryan said strict compliance can lead to signatures or entire pages of signatures being rejected because of minor variances
with the law. For example, if a petition circulator doesn’t write down his or her address, or puts down an old address on the petition, all of that
circulator’s petitions could be thrown out. If voters put down an old address or use an illegible signature, their signatures could be rejected as well.

Ryan said petition gatherers on referendum drives should expect invalidity rates of at least 40 percent, and possibly as high as 50 percent. The
Protect Your Right to Vote Committee needs 86,405 valid signatures of registered voters and submitted 146,028, meaning it needs a validity rate of
just under 59.2 percent.

“Any variance will cause that item to be struck,” Ryan said. “There’s not a whole lot of leeway.”

According to a 2012 article in the Arizona Law Review, a journal published by the University of Arizona’s James E. Rogers College of Law, the
Arizona Supreme Court formally introduced the strict compliance standard for referendums in the early 1980s, though it had informally used
similar requirements in the past.

In 1982, the court rejected a referendum against a zoning ordinance in Pima County because the petitions did not include a copy of the resolution
they were tryving to refer to the ballot, according to the article. In 1991, a referendum drive against a measure passed by the Scottsdale City Council
was rejected by the Supreme Court because the affidavits signed by petition gatherers affirmed that they believed each signer to be a qualified elector
of the state of Arizona instead of the city of Scottsdale.

“The strict compliance standard allows technical failures to doom a referendum effort, even when the petitioners followed the required procedures
overall and presumably had valid signatures,” wrote David Potts, author of the Arizona Law Review article. “Even when independent evidence
suggests that the alleged defect caused no confusion or deception, the court will still, when applying the strict compliance standard, strike down
petitions that do not perfectly comply with constitutional and statutory requirements.”

Robbie Sherwood, a spokesman for the Protect Your Right to Vote Committee, said the committee took strict compliance into consideration during
its signature drive. The committee had petition gatherers use a standard, approved version of the ballot that was attached to signature sheets. The
committee also educated signature gatherers on the proper way to have petitions filled out and notarized, and the ways in which signatures might be

REFERENDUM=
ESTRICTO
CUMPLIMIENTO

Iniciativas y destituciones se llevan a
cabo con el cumplimiento sustancial,
mas “margen para errores técnicos”

—







=Anteriormente en 2011
repasamos el proceso de
verificacion de firmas en nuestra
reunion del 29 de Junio.

En 2012 el Condado Maricopa
recibié un Premio a la Mejor
Practica Profesional por su
Sistema de Verificacion de
Peticion de la Asociacion
Nacional de Funcionarios
Electorales.

=Vamos a revisar ‘‘lo mas
destacado’.

PREMIO NACIONAL




roceso de Verificacié
de Petici

Departamento de Elecciones del Condado Maricopa
Reunion de la Red de la Comunidad
29 de Junio, 2011




Para otros tipos de peticiones se verifica
un porcentaje:

Reconocimiento de Partido: 100%
Destitucion: 100%
Iniciativa: 5% al azar
Referéendum: 5% al azar

Asi que estamos
revisando 5%




Verificacion de Peticion

Iniciativa, Referéndum y
Destitucion

Jasper Altaha
Condado Maricopa

Administrador del Registro de
Votantes




Verificacion de Peticion

Que es una firma valida?

La firma coincide con la firma del registro de
votante

La direccion esta dentro del distrito electoral

La fecha de la firma es en o después de la fecha
del registro



Verificacion de Peticion

Razones para descalificar una firma...
= § 19-121.02.

No direccion de residencia o descripcion de residencia
No fecha de firma
El firmante no es identificable

La direccion proporcionada es ilegible o inexistente



Verificacion de Peticion

Mas razones para descalificar una firma...
El firmante no era un elector calificado en la fecha de la firma

El firmante no tenia 18 anos de edad en la fecha de la firma
La firma no coincide con la firma del registro de votante
Firmd mas de una vez- 7odas menos una es descalificada

El Registrador del Condado o Juez de Paz circularon la
peticion- § 19-114



Verificacion de Peticion

Plazo para la verificacion...

Iniciativa y Referendum —
10 dias, excepto fines de semana y dias festivos legales
§ 19-121.02.

Destitucion —
60 dias, incluyendo fines de semana y dias de fiesta legales
§ 19-208.02.




(Una vez mas, vea el sitio web para la presentacién completa.)
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Procedimientos de Verificacion

de Peticion

Aprendiendo a Trabajar con Eficienciay
Precisidn y






PVO7 - Introduccion de la Peticion

+ Este sistema fué
creado internamente M
por nuestro '
Departamento de
Registro de Votantesy
nuestro personal de
programacion.

* Mecaniza el manejo de
las peticiones y agiliza
la disposicidon de las
firmas.

I e N

X UNT ZIPCODE PHMB

HSEND ~ STDIR 5T NAME STTYPE ST SURX
I I N




PVO7 - Introduccion de la Peticion

+  Informacion de la Pdgina:

Pgs Comp (paginas completadas)
enumera el nimero total de pdginas que
han sido completadas.

. C%'a de peticion: enumerard
Todas las peticiones que estan
abiertas o cerradas.

- Informacion del Votante: - |Pgs Scand: (pdginas escaneadas)
mostrara el actual archivo de enumera el ndmero total de pdginas que
registro de votantes firmantes. han sido escaneadas para cada peticidn.

- |Restricciones de Peticion: Mngr :""e.s: (lineas del adm'"'s*lm,d”)
Muestra las calificaciones que 0/0 El primer nimero enumera el nimero
ues q total de firmantes no vdlidos y el segundo

cada firmante debe cumplir para ndmero es el nimero total de firmantes
firmar la peticidn. ho vdlidos para revisarse por segunda vez.

PYO7 - Petition Entry

¢ USER MODE

M anager

Petion Page Info

Yoterll): : btatus; Farty: File Date: 05/15/2009
Yoter Hame:

Address: Party: PozScand. 2348
City: ZIF: Ward:
Mail:

Pos Comp: 196

Mngr Lines: 1004100

DOR:




PVO7 -FICHAS DE PETICION

DispReason  Water D FirstMame — MiddeMame | LastMame | NameSuffie  Date Of Sign

Cuadricula de la pagina:

Lista de todos los
firmantes que han sido
introducidos en esa pdgina.

Firma del Votante:

Lista la imagen de registro _ T
méS r'eCienTe par‘q el " M-_':w,,,“'**mmm‘m*
f i r‘m an? e. men | s oyt Kot e e

e
GLBERT MARICOFRA 5297 - 5245
ww-nw'\‘w: 119 S or Cowiny of Bick [H] Tebephone rumizer
Mumw\mn.mwa [14]42 Drver bamse ram- | [16] Last our cigis of | [16] Oipdcnal - Civeck (D e aed e pamber i b
ey e number b AZmrcpmang | o securty rutber | 0 adhee i dusibi, O Bt f s Ak i e,
It T S Gl O Trbal tneaty ard rumbar o6 O Tral envehimars rumbsr

— OG/Z6/2003

[47] Specty Pary Preference

12) Father s name or mafer's makden rame.

118 Cecupaticn 18] 11y0ur rame was iferent the last ime you [20] Geriticate of Natralzation rumer

regitkeed, ial et rame

FEPUBLICAN

1] = Are you & citizen of the United Siates of America?  YesB NeO 1!
% Will you be 18 years of age on or before election day? YesH Noll

VOTER DECLARATION - 8y sign
Arican |am NOT § corgee

o sifer | [22] W v svees s ciow 2 map e
T

below, | swear or affvm fat the above infa
" jeaicred. and | his N

Thish

v ENBIE
EEERANIEAM | W T E
SIGN HERE DATE

[ feue e ¥
SIGNATURE OF PERSON ASSISTING OATE

124041 you e g o ok a1 pobng place on ekechor ey Yendd - o)




PVO7 - Fichas de Peticion Con't

Historia de Declaracion
Jurada:

Bajo esta ficha en el lado
izquierdo aparecerd una
lista de las fechas de
registro para cada imagen
de declaracién jurada para
cada firmante.

Ver Linea de Duplicados :

Esta ficha mostrard la
pdgina duplicada para los
firmantes que han firmado
en otra pdgina.

Woler Signature:

1+ At you  clicen of the United Stes of America? Yool NoDD 1 1110 e s 1 mep e
18 yoars o age on o before election day? Yes® Nol .

| SIGN HERE
Pryure s
SGATIRE 08

[y b

Peltion Page [mage




Investigando Firmantes de la Peticion

La peticidn es seleccionada y

una pdgina de la peticidn se abre

para verificacion:

Se buscan todos los firmantes
por nombre, direccion, direccion
de correo y/o direccion
verdadera.

Después de seleccionar el
votante, haga doble clic sobre el
firmante seleccionado entonces
el sistema transferira la
informacion del firmante a la
pantalla PVO7.

Verifique la informacidn del
firmante entonces introduzca el
codigo de disposicion y la fecha
de la firma y pulse el botén
"GUARDAR".

Una vez introducidos todos los
Yirmantes pulse el botdn

PYOT - Petition Entry

File  Exit Help

[ =

et ‘ Print
Petitior:

BZGRN200] ARIZONA GREEM PARTY [DPEN] hd
AZGRN20TD | ARIZONA GREEN PARTY [DPEN] ry
CET0HUPRENTHAL | JOHN HUPPEMTHAL SUPT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTIOM [CLOSED)

CE10BREWER | JAN BREWER GOVERNOR (CLOSED)
CE10BURNS |BREMDA BURNS CORPORATION COMMISSIONER (CLOSED)

2

Manager

200301 | TN OF CAREFREE - RECALL OF COUNCILMAN DAVID SCHWAN (CLOSED)
REF2003-03 | TOWN OF CAYE CREEK (CLOSED)

REF2003-04 | TOWM OF CAYE CREEK [CLOSED)

IN2005-02 | TOWN OF CAREFREE (CLOSED

PVO7 - Petition Entry
Fie Exit YMO7-F1  Help

als|o|s|8®

Delete | Pint | Reload | Esit | Complete| Manager

sssss

Disp CD Disp.Reason Water 1D First Name Middle Name




Revision de Segunda Verificacion

- A continuacion el sistema solo traerad las
pdginas que ho son vdlidas que necesitan ser
revisadas por segunda vez.




CODIGOS DE DISPOSICION Y DEFINICIONES

VALIDA
Registrado en la misma direccién dentro de los limites jurisdiccionales, calificado para firmar la peticién.
AV REGISTRADO EN UNA DIRECCION DIFERENTE (VALIDA)
Registrado en una direccion diferente a la direccion indicada en la peticion y estd dentro de los limites jurisdiccionales.
D DUPLICADO
Firmé la peticion mds de una vez.
E  REGISTRADO DESPUES DE FIRMAR LA PETICION
Registrado para votar después de firmar la peticion.
L  ILEGIBLE
Firmante no identificado o no legible
NP PARTIDO DIFERENTE
Partido no calificado para firmar peticiones de nominacién partidista.
NR NO REGISTRADO
No estd registrado para votar.
O OTRO
Otra razén de conformidad con los Estatutos Revisados de Arizona.
OD FUERA DE DISTRITO
No estd registrado para votar en el distrito o direccién indicada en la peticién no se encuentra en el distrito.
S REQUISITO LEGAL
El firmante no suministré la informacién requerida, de conformidad a ARS §19-121.02.A.

NOTA: El requisito legal serd utilizado solo si el firmante es un votante registrado y no proporciond ninguno de lo
siguiente:

* NO FIRMA
* NO FECHA DE FIRMA .
* NO DIRECCION RESIDENCIAL O DESCRIPCION
* NO ESTA FIRMADO POR EL FIRMANTE (NUEVO)
U  MENOR DE EDAD
No tenia dieciocho afios de edad en la fecha que firmd la peticién.
X  COMPARACION DE FIRMA

El nombre y direccién deben ser idénticos en la peticion y la base de datos. Sélo se utiliza cuando la firma en la peticion
no coincide con la firma de registro de votante.

FUERA DEL CONDADO
La direccion del firmante no se encuentra en el Condado Maricopa.







HB 2305:

ESTE SERA
EL UNICO
REFERENDUM

Anti Medicaid expansion referendum falls short

By Jeremy Duda - jeremy.duda@azcapitoltimes.com
Published: September 11, 2013 at 6:13 pm
113 pm Wed, September 11, 2013 )

Anzona Republican Gov. Jan Brewer signs the Medicaid expansion law. Photo by Evan Wyloge/Anzona Capitol Timeas)

The writing has been on the wall for a while, but now it’s official — Medicaid expansion won’t be on
the ballot next November.

The United Republican Alliance of Principled Conservatives didn’t turn in signatures from its
citizen referendum drive by the end of Wednesday, the deadline for submitting petitions. The
group, spearheaded by grassroots conservative activists and two former Republican legislators,
needed 86,405 valid signatures to refer Gov. Jan Brewer’s Medicaid expansion plan to the
November 2014 ballot.

URAPC chair Christine Bauserman said the campaizgn only collected 81,349 signatures.




ESPEL

E, HAY MAS!

Arizona State Legislature,
Plaintiff,
V.

Arizona Independent Redistricting
Commission, et al.,

Defendants.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

No. 2:12-¢v-01211-PGR

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR

PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION AND
FOR A CONSOLIDATED HEARING
AND TRIAL ON THE MERITS AND
REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE

ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED

= Esta demanda desafia las lineas existentes y pediria a la corte poner las lineas de
nuevo para hacer caso omiso de cualquier mapa creado por el IRC...

®




MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

Summary

The Elections Clause grants authority over the ftimes, places and manner of
congressional elections in each state to “the Legislature thereof.” U.S. Const. art. I. § 4.
Accordingly, the Arizona State Legislature (hereinafter the “Legislature™) conducted the
periodic redrawing of congressional district lines from Arizona’s entry into the Union until
2000. In 2000. a voter-generated referendum. Proposition 106 (hereinafter “Prop. 1067).
removed the Legislature’s constitutional role in that process and granted it instead to the
Arizona Independent Redistricting Commission (hereinafter “TRC™). an unelected.
nonrepresentative body. The Elections Clause of the United States Constitution requires that
the state legislatures ultimately draw and approve congressional district lines. Prop.

106 1mpermissibly removes the Legislature from its constitutionally-mandated role in the
redistricting process. Under Prop. 106, the IRC. not the Legislature. has the authority to
draft and approve congressional maps. The Legislature’s role is reduced to recommending

revisions once the IRC has submitted its draft of the redistricting map. The Legislature’s

LA CLAUSULA
ELECTORAL
ESTA DE
REGRESO!

®




“Y CURLQUIER MAPA CONGRESIONAL CREADQ”
POR EL IRC...

II. Procedural Background

The Legislature first filed a Complaint on June 7. 2012, requesting declaratory and
injunctive relief to invalidate Prop. 106 and any congressional map created under Prop. 106
by the IRC. (Doc. 1). Because the 2012 Arizona General Election was well underway. the
Complaint did not seek injunctive relief as to 2012. but did seek relief as to the 2014

election. (Doc. 1 at 9). On June 8, 2012, the Legislature filed a formal motion requesting a

= Que pareceria incluir el realizado basado en los datos del censo de 2000 de los 8
Distritos, pero no hay ninguna informacién sobre qué mapa ESTARIA en su lugar.

= (Y ya no bajo obligacién de pre-autorizacién bajo la Seccién 5)

@
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Final Congressional Districts - Approved 1/17/12

HIMMMM.
PODRIA AZ PERDER
UN ESCANO EN EL
CONGRES0?

o

Distritos




Pero también
creado por el
IRC

MAPA ENTERIOR
EN SU LUGAR

8

Distritos




{ | Shate Oulhres

LO QUE
SIGNIFICARIA QUE
EL CONGRESO NO
TENDRIA TODOS
LOS ESCANOS

El distrito posiblemente
no volveria a un estado
PERDIO uno.




&

OUE

NO SERIA
HABIA UNA
QUE AZ ELIMINO

VACEANTE EN UN
DISTRITO, PERO
UN DISTRITG

Structure

6 non-voting members
dinited Slates

435 voting members

esesesssse® Louse of Bepresentalives 999080 ssese

Seats

B Republican (233)

Political

B Democratic (200)

groups

vacant (2)

Length of term 2 years



PODRIA EL
CONGRESO ESTAR
SENTADO SIN 435
DISTRITOS?

Recuerde, esto no
significaria que
habia una vacante de
un escano,
significaria que no
habia un distrito
designado asi que no
hay escano para
desocupar.

€



= De acuerdo a Wikipedia:

= “El tamafio actual de 435 escarios significa que un miembro
representa un promedio alrededor de 709,760 personas”

= Si AZ va a 8, entonces tendra aproximadamente 1 Representante '"'N
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United States Population per Representative UN VQTO?
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The U.S. population has increased more rapidly than the membership of &
the House of Representatives.













